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Current Topics. 


Lawyers and the Budget. 


LAWYERS AS such do not seem to be specially interested in 
the Budget proposals. As professional men they are outside the 
tax on war profits, even if there is anything in their case which 
could come under that term. Practitioners in the Prize Court 
have had that run of luck which comes once a century or so— 
may it never recur !—and in the recent Kim case it seems that 
the seats allotted to the Inner Bar were not adequate for the 
accommodation of the nnmerous eminent “ silks” engaged. But 
even if there are sporadic profits, they are not profits from 
trades and businesses, and it is these only which Mr. MCKENNA 
indicated in his budget speech. We are afraid a canvass of the 
profession in both its branches would shew a woeful absence of 
‘excess profits,” and, with income tax and prices rising all round, 
the lawyer who is not too proud to let the cap fit will read 
feelingly the 7imes comment that “the ‘small’ professional man 
is going to feel the weight of the war taxation more heavily than 
anyone else.” Fortunately all lawyers are not small in this 
sense, but there are a good many who are—whether at the 
Junior Bar, or among solicitors, or both, it would be invidious 
to surmise—and they must bear the present evils as 
cheerfully as may be in the hope of compensations hereafter. 
The only change of practical utility seems to be the provision 
for half-yearly payments ; but that has a double aspect. 
The second instalment will become due in July, and will have 
an unfortunate tendeney to sweep away the holiday fund. 
Let the “small” professional man take such consolation as he 
can from the fact that, in the words of the Chanceilor of the 
Exchequer, ‘“ the happy possessor of an income of £100,000 
will be called on to pay £34,029.” The twenty-nine pounds 
gives that touch of arithmetical accuracy which is dear to the 
Exchequer mind. 


Loans by Neutrals. 


ONE OF the many unsettled doctrines in International Law is 
concerned with the permissibility of loans by neutrals to 
belligerents. The old rule, maintained by such great authorities 
as Sir Ropert Parciimorse (IIL, par. 147), BLUNTSCHLI (s. 768), 
and CALvo (s. 2331), is that any loan of money by a neutral 
government to one of the belligerent parties is a violation of 
neutrality. That it is so, when the money is directly provided 
by the sovereign of the neutral State out of national funds, or 
even when its repayment is guaranteed by him, is doubtless good 
law. But PHiLtimore and BLUNTSCHLI extend this doctrine 
of illegality to loans made by private persens in the neutral 
territories, and CALvo also holds such loans to be unlawful, 
although he considers that the neutral government cannot control 
the acts of its subjects in this respect and so is not responsible 
for them. The true view appears to be tbat loans of money by 
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private persons, like the sale of contraband, is not a violation of 
neutrality. This is recognized by Article 18 of the Hague 
Convention V. (1907)—* Rights and Duties of Neutral Powers 
and Persons in War on Land”—a Convention which has been 
ratified by the United States Senate, but not by Great Britain. 
“ The following acts,” says Article 18, “shall not be considered as 
committed in favour of one of the belligerents (a) the 
furnishing of supplies or the making of loans to one of the 
belligerents, provided that the person so furnishing or lending 
neither lives In the territory of the other party nor in territory 
in the occupation of that arty, and that the supplies do not come 
from these territories.” Moreover, Article 7 provides that a 
neutral Power is not bound to prevent the exportation to a 
belligerent “of arns and munitions, and generally of anything 
which can be of service to an army or a fleet,” ard this, as 
Prof. OPPENHEIM points out (International Law, 2nd. ed., IL, p. 
131), indirectly recognizes the legality of loans. It would seem, 
then, that there is nothing in the proposed loan of moneys by 
Awerican citizens to the British Government which can be 
justly complained of by Germany as a violation of neutrality. 


The Kim Case. 

THE JUDGMENT of Sir SamMuBL EvANs in the case of The Kim 
and other Vessels (Tumes, 17th inst.), is interesting rather from 
the value of the cargoes condemned than from any novelty in the 
principles of law which he applied. There were thirty-six ships 
besides The Kim in which practically the same claims were 
involved. All were carrying food cargoes to Copenhagen, and 
these cargoes were consigned in nearly all cases “ to order.” The 
case of the captors—the vessels were seized last October and 
November— rested on the contention that Copenhagen was being 
turned into a depot for feeding German troops, and that the 
trade of Hamburg and other German ports was being diverted 
t» Copenhagen, from which there was easy access into Germany. 
The food cargoes were conditional contraband ; there was alro 
some rubber, which was absolute contraband. As to the latter, it 
was only necessary to prove that it was destined for Germany ; 
as to the former, it was necessary to prove further that it was 
destined for the German Government or its armed forces. The 
immediate destination being Copenhagen, the case rested in 
the fir-t instence on the doctrine of continuous voyage—a 
doctrine adopted by America in The Springbok (72 U.S. Rep. 1) 
and other cases, and relied on by Great Britain in diplomatic 
despatches in the present war (anle, p. 688). It bids fair 
to win final acceptance in International Law, and the President 
accepted it on the present occasion. The fact that the 
cargoes had an ultimate Germen destination he held to 
be proved by a comparison between the ordinary imports 
of foodstufls into Deumark and the vastly greater quantities 
imported since the war. The cargoes included some 20 million 
pounds of lard, and this, it seems, was more than thirteen times 
the quantity of lard which bad been imported annually to Den- 
mark for each of the three years before the war. 


Enemy Food Supplies. 


HENCE, ON the doctrine of continuous voyage, and on the facts, 
the result followed that the cargoes were to be treated as destined 
for Germany. This settled the matter as to the rubber. As to 
the foodstuffs, proof of destination for the German Govern- 
ment or its forces was required, and if the Order in Council of 
29th October, 1914, varying the Declaration of London, is valid 
in International Law, this destination was presumed in all cases 
where the goods were consigned “to order.” The President, how- 
ever, did not rest his judgment solely on this presumption, but 
inquired whether such was the real ultimate destination of the 
cargoes. It was to avoid this inquiry that the Order in Council 
was framed, and without the presumption allowed by that Order 
the answer is difficult. It has been suggested that in these days 
there is really no distinction, for the purpose of food supplies, 
between the civil and combatant population ; but we do not find 
that Sir SAmurL EvANs went so far as to adopt this, and his 
judgment does not shew the actual evidence on which he held 
that the foodstuffs were destined for the German forces. Such, 
however, was his conclusion on the question of fact, and it follows 





that all the cargoes to which it applied—and these were the 
greater part—-were condemned. A few which were solely 
destined for Danish consumption were released. There seems 
to be no ground for questioning the correctness of the judgment, 
hut we cannot admit any attempt to obscure or obliterate the 
distinction between the civil population and the armed forces. 
The former, whether German or British, are entitled to all the 
immunity from the consequences of war which International 
Law aims at securing for them. 


Aircraft Insurance. 

In THE House of Commons on Wednesday, in answer to a 
question calling attention to the dissatisfaction felt with the 
(io. ernment air raid insurance scheme, Mr. RUNCIMAN said that 
the scheme was one of insurance and not one of indemnity, an< 
that it was working satisfactorily on that basis. What he 
meant by this distinction is not clear, for the first question as 
regards any insurance is whether it is a contract of indemnity or 
not. Fire insurance is a contract of indemnity, and the assured 
can recover no more than the loss which he has suffered ; life 
insurance is not a contract of indemnity, and the office has to pay 
the sum assured regardless of any proof of actual loss. Probably 
Mr. RuNCIMAN meant that the Government scheme was not a 
national scheme of free insurance, but an ordinary insurance 
scheme to the benefit of which only those who pay the premium 
and take out policics are entitled. But if the Government advisers 
had realized the difficult questions which would arise between the 
persons interested in property—such as lessor and Jessee, or moit- 
gagor and mortgagee— the arguments in favour of national insu: 
ance would probably have had more weight. The main difficulty 
arises from the fact that insurance offices have been careful to 
exclude enemy risks from their policies, whereas the provisions as 
to fire ina lease have in general no such exception. Thus the 
covenant to insure is a covenant to insure against fire generally, 
and a covenant to repair, if it bas any exception at all, excepts 
destruction by fire, or by fire or tempest ; but destruction by 
bombs or shock without fire is not provided for. It follows 
that the allocation of the responsibility for aircraft insurance as 
between lessor and lessee is in practice a very troublesome 
question, and it has to be decided by reference to the provi-ions 
of the particular lease ; and even then, owing to the novelty of 
the matter, the allocation cannot always be made with certainty. 
All these questions would have been avoided if the Government 
had accepted aircraft damage as a national liability, in the 
same way as the damage due to the first East Coast raids. 
There is the further consideration that a national scheme would 
have been much more equitable. We have an impression 
that one well-known inland resort has advertised its im- 
munity from air raids as an attraction, and whether the 
immunity of any place just now is absolute or not, 
there is of course much less risk, and therefore, we take 
it, less insurance, in inland towns than in the London 
district and on the East Coast. This means that a special war 
tax is being imposed on the inhabitants of those districts, while 
the risk is one incurred for the benefit of the whole community. 
Again, the need for insurance was only realized after the 
vulnerability of the Eastern districts became apparent. It 
seems very unfair that those who suffered loss in this way should 
have no relief, while others, who have since taken the alarm, are 
covered against future loss. These appear to us to be gocd 
reasons for the Government even now exchanging their insurance 
scheme for one of national liability. This, of course, would 
involve the refunding of premiums already paid. 


Aircraft Insurance and Leases. 


IN REFERENCE to air raids, we have received a copy of an 
interesting article contributed to a contemporary by Mr 
WituiaM H. Russect, of Cheltenbam, the author of “ The Hire 
Purchase System,” now in its fifth edition. Mr. Russe.t dis- 
cusses the general principle that the landlord is not, in the 
absence of an express covenent, and apart from section 15 of the 
Housing and Town Planning Act, 1909, bound to repair or 
rebuild, while the tenant, unless he has provided for suspension 
of rent, must go on paying his rent notwithstanding the 
de tiuction of the building ; and he points out, as we have already 














_ Sept. 26, 1915. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 59.) 753 




















done; that Paradine v. Jane (Aleyn, 26) prevents the tenant from 
claiming exemption where the destruction is due to an enemy. 
Moreover, he suggests, apparently correctly, that a proviso 
suspending rent in case of damage by fire does not apply where 
the damage is due to a bomb, but there is no actual fire. This 
is ono of the points of difficulty in apportioning liability to which 
we have referred above. He also refers to Munchester 
Bonded Warehouse Co, vy. Carr (5 C. P. D. 507) as an instance 
where the exception in the lessee’s covenant to repair 
was not limited to fire, but extended to fire, storm, tempest, or 
other “inevitable accident.” He suggests, as we did recently 
(ante, p. 732), that “ inevitable accident ” would cover damage by 
air raids, but we do not remember to have seen in a lease an 
express reference to enemies. Mr. RuSSELL says, however, that 
he “‘ was concerned, about three years ago, in the drawing up of 
a lease in which the lessee—a lady—either through prophetic 
instinct or intelligent anticipation, insisted upon the proviso | for 
suspension of rent] running to the effect that the rent should te 
suspended in case of damage by ‘fire, storm, tempest, earth- 
quake, or war.’” Very possibly this extensive exception will, 
in the future, become common. Mr. RussE.w’s conclusion is 
that “if the tenant finds he would remain liable for rent, he 


should insure the rent; if the landlord or tenant would 
be liable to repair or rebuild, the one under liability 
should insure accordingly.” It would have to _ be 


ascertained whether the Government scheme allows of 
a separate insurance of rent, but in principle Mr. RussE.w’s 
advice is no doubt right. He also incidentally answers 
a question which a correspondent asks in a letter printed 
elsewhere, namely, as to the liability of a tenant whose covenant 
is confined to inside repairs. If there is a covenant by the 
landlord to do outside repairs, then, in case of destruction 
by air raid, “the landlord must rebuild and the tenant must 
hear the cost of the inside work”; and Mr. Russexu refers to 
Manchester Bonded Warehouse Co. y. Carr (ubi supra, at p. 513). 
This seems to be right, but if the landlord has not covenanted 
to repair, and does not in fact rebuild, the tenant would, no 
doubt, be excused from inside repairs, though not from pay- 
ment of rent, unless there is a suspension of rent clause. Cove- 
nants to repair the inside frequéntly expressly include windows, 
while these are excluded from the lardlord’s covenant to 
repair the outside ; where this is not the case, the conundrum 
arises whether a window is outside or inside. We prefer to 
leave the answer to some ingenious reader. 


Economy in the Judicial Service. 

IN THESE days of war economy and national retrenchment it is 
certain that eager reformers will endeavour to discover in the 
reconstruction of our judicial system some method of diminishing 
the cost of our judicial services. There are three ways in which 
saving will doubtless be suggested, one of ,which concerns the 
State, and the other two the members of the public in their 
capacity as private individuals. It will be suggested, we expect, 
that considerable savings of expenditure are possible if the 
cireuit system is remodelled so as to concentrate business of 
importance in the large assize towns and relegate lesser civil 
work to county courts, and criminal work to quarter sessions. 
To such a suggestion it may be answered that the saving in 
expense will be small, while the loss in national tradition will be 
great. The system of circuits and assizes, with all its ceremonial 
adjuncts, is one of those spectacular elements in our judicial 
system which help to maintain the judicial dignity and to impress 
on unimaginative minds the real majesty of law. Probably the 
absence of lynch law and the love of order which prevails in 
England is not so wholly disconnected from the outer trappings 
of legal dignity as ihe impatient materialist is apt to suppose. 
At any rate, the reform of the circuit system, which has long been 
advocated, is not a matter to be undertaken in a burry for the 
purpose of effecting a temporary retrenchment. 


Economies in the Law, 
_ Bur WHILE it may be doubted whether any economies in our 
judicial personnel and arrangements can wisely be attempted 


it is.quite possible that the near future will see an attempt to | 





make law cheaper for the individual litigant. The most effective 
way of cutting down the expenses of litigation is undoubtedly 
that of giving the county courts, like the Scottish sheriff 
courts, universal first instance jurisdiction and rigidly limiting 
the scale of counsel's fees recoverable by a successful litigant. 
Such a reform would soon force the Bar to reconsider the 
question of fancy fees, and to adopt some more businesslike 
arrangement than that which prevails at present. Fer instance, 
the old half guinea fee for motions and formal applications 
wight be revived. The rule that every silk must have a junior 
might well be considered, and some businesslike arrangement 
made as to minimum fees fixed by etiquette or the two-thirds 
rule. In the end, while a few leading practitioners would no 
doubt suffer a diminution of income, there would probably be a 
sufficient increase of litigation to prevent the earnings of the 
profession as a whole from diminishing. For after all the nation 
has only a certain sum, varying, no doubt, but not capable of 
elastic extension, which it can afford to spend on litigation, and 
artificial rules fer exacting large fees do not increase this fund ; 
they only divert it into the pockets of the few. 


Access to Ancient Monuments. 


THE announcement of the sale of Stonehenge recalls the famous 
case of Attorney General v. Antrobus (1905, 2 Ch. 188), which came 
before Mr. Justice FARWELL just ten years ago and settled an 
important point of law in connection with easements, Easements 
in English Law are few in number and definite in kind ; no new 
eascment can nowadays arise as the result of new kinds of user 
unknown to our ancestors. And the same rule applies to public 
rights analogous to easements. Indeed, it apples even more 
strongly to the latter, since in their case the claim can only be 
based on custom extending from time immemorial. Hence no 
such easement, public or private, as the right of access to view an 
ancient monument either resides inherently in the public at large 
or can be acquired by it by prescription. 

Some interesting facts relating to Stonehenge were proved or 
admitted in the case just referred to. Stonehenge consists of a 
group of monumental stones surrounded by a “ vallum,” though 
this rampart now consists merely of a mound of earth. It is 
situated in the open Wiltshire Downs in the angle formed by 
two public roads leading respectively from Amesbury to Shrew 
ton and to Winterbourne Stoke. We say “ in the cpen downs,” 
but in 1904 Sir Epwarp ANTROBUS, the late owner of the estate 
on which Stonehenge lies, fenced in the ruins so as to exclude 
the public from access ; and Farwett, J., held that he was in 
law entitled to do so. Actoss the downs, and across the circle 
of ground within the rallum and close to the monumental stones, 
runs a track from Netheravon to Lake; it crosses from the first 
to the second of the roads just mentioned and was admittedly 
a public highway. A number of other tracks ran from each of 
the two roads to the circle of stones; but these tracks-—unlike 
the Netheravon-Lake track—did not run across from one road 
to another, they ended inside the vallum, and, even if they ran on 
to the Netheravon track, were not used as a means of getting 
from one public road to another. Indeed, a glance at the plan 
shown in the report proves that they would have served no con- 
venience or public object of that kind. It was admitted that 
these tracks had been habitually used by persons visiting the 
ruins, and there was no satisfactory evidence of user for any 
other purpose. 

Such was the state of facts in 1904 when the owner of the 
estate put up his fence round Stonehenge and shut out the 
public. Naturally the public was at once up in arms to preserve 
the privilege, long enjoyed, of access to the most celebrated of 
Druid ruins in England. The Chairman of Durrington Parish 
Council and certain gentlemen interested in the preservation of 
public rights over open spaces and footpaths deeided to test in 
the Courts the legality of Sir Epwarp’s acts, and on their 
relation the Attorney-General brought in the Chancery Division 
a suit for a declaration and an injunction. Two alternative 
grounds were put forward to support tbisclaim. The first urged 


Pn ys 








954 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. _ Sept. 25, 1915. 











LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY. 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1853. 
Capital Stock .. 9... 20 ns em vm «| £400,000 
Debenture Stock ae “es ne £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 


Forms ef Propesai and full infermation ean be obtained at the Society's Ofices. 
G. H. MAYNE, Secretary 





that Stonehenge is a national monument of great interest and is 
subject to a trust for its free use by the public. The second 
contended that the tracks mentioned in our last paragraph are 
public rights of way running to and through Stonehenge, and 
that the defendant by his fencing had blocked these roads and 
obstructed the public user. 

Now, it is hardly necessary to say that the first ground of 
claim was not based on any evidence of an express trust. It 
was based on prescription; the Court was asked to presume 
a lost grant and a lost Act of Parliament based on the time- 
honoured public access to the ruin. But here an obvious pre 
liminary difliculty arises. What is the nature of the right which 
is supposed to be prescribed in trust for the public? “A right of 
access to the ruin” is the reply, but what is the precise content 
of sucha right? It means a right to approach the ruin, to 
inspect it, and to walk up and down the ground on which the 
ruin stands so far as is necessary for that purpose. In other 
words, it is the right known in Roman Law as Jus Spatiandi, or 
the right of roaming up and down ona piece of land. But no 
such right was known to our medieval ancestors. Any person 
who roamed up and down near 2 ruin in the days of the 
Kdwards and the Richards, we fancy, would have been assumed 
to be a vagrant or an outlaw, and in either case would have had 
short shrift. Now, it was stated by Sir Francis NorTH as long 
ago as 1669 (/’ollis v. North, 1 Went. 387), in a passage quoted 
by Lord SELBORNE in Dalton vy. Angus (1881, 6 A. C. 495), that 
“for such things as can have no lawful beginning, nor be 
created at this day by any manner of grant or reservation or 
deed that can be supposed, no prescription is good.” It is true 
that in some cases the Courts bave presumcd trusts in a corpora- 
tion, sole and aggregate, on behalf of the public, as, for instance, 
in (rocdman v¥. Saltash Corporation (7 App. Cas. 633), but in such 
cases the right is of a kind—usually a franchise—known to the 
law. It follows, then, that the claim ofa public casement of access 
to Stonehenge was bad in Jaw and could not be sustained. 

The second ground of claim came nearer to reality. The sug- 
gestion that a number of highways dedicated to the public ran 
up to Stonebenge seemed to meet not only the fact of constant 
public user of the tracks leading thereto, but also the necessity 
of a legal origin of the right claimed. But again a diffieulty 
crops up. A public bighway is primd facie a right of way for the 
public from one public place to another; there can be no such 
right of way toa place where the public have no right to go 
(Campbell v, Lang, 1853, 1 Macq. 451). Against this it may be 
argued that there may exist a public right of way to and trom 
the same public spot, namely, a cu/-de-sac. But it is well-settled 
law. that a cul-de-sac can only be a public highway when it exists 
in a populated place and when public money has been expended on 
repairing and lighting it (Bourke v. Davis, 44 Ch. D. 110). And 
any reported cases in which roads to public monuments have 
been recognized by the Courts as highways are cases of this sort 
of cul-de-sar, ¢g., the Giants’ Causeway, where the road leading 
to that freak of nature had been “ presented ” by the grand jury 
in 1814 and is habitually repaired by the public authority. 
“What would be the meaning in a country place of a highway 
which ends in a cul-de sac?” said WitLs, J., in Eyre v. New Forest 
Highway Board (56 J.P.517). “Such things exist in large towns 
° but who ever found such a thing in a country dis- 
trict like this, where one of the public, if there were any 
public who wanted to use it at all, would drive up to that gate 
for the purpose of driving back again!” The case, of course, is 
quite different when a cul de-sac leads to a beautiful view from 
a cliff or to the sea-shore ; there a journey to the end of the cul- 
de-sac is quite intelligible. 

Naturally, then, FARWELL, J., had to reject the public claim of 





access to Stonehenge. But just as naturally, right of access to 
such national monuments could not be left to the chance that the 
owners of such places may always prove-~as they usually do 

public spirited and generous in the exercise of their legal rights. 
So Parliament was asked to intervene and passed one or two 
ineffectual statutes which finally were all repealed and superseded 
by the Ancient Monuments Consolidation and Amendment Act, 
1913. This Act contains a aumber of provisions for the public 
acquisition, guardianship and protection of ancient monuments, 
but the only one with which we are now concerned is that relating 
to public access. This is dealt with by section 13. “The public 
shall have access to any monument of which the Commissioners 
of Works or a local authority are the owners or guardian,” runs 
that section, ‘ at such times and under such regulations as may 
from time to time be prescribed by the Commissioners or such 
authority.’ And by section 6 (1) of the same Act, wherever the 
Ancient Monuments Board report to the Commissioners of Works 
that the preservation of a monument is of national importance, 
(inter alia) the Commissioners may place the monument under 
their own protection. This course has been taken in the case oi 
Stonehenge, we understand, and an order for public access has 
been made subject to payment of a charge of one shilling and 
certain other reasonable conditions intended for its preservation. 





Reviews. 


Prize Law. 


Das ENGLISCHE PRISENRECHT IN SEINER NEUESTEN GesTaLt. Von 
Cuartes Henry Husericn, Dr.Jur. (Heidelberg, Yale, Mel- 
bourne) ; Advokat, Berlin, Hamburg, Haag, Paris. Berlin : Car! 
Heymanns Verlag, 1915. 4M. 

Tue Prize Cope or THE GerMAN Empire as IN Force Juty 1, 
1915. ‘Translated and Edited by CHartes Henry Husericu, 
J.U.D. (Heidelberg), D.C.L. (Yale), LL.D. (Melbourne), of the 
United States Supreme Court Bar, Counsellor-at Law, Berlin, 
Hamburg, Paris, The Hague; and Ricnarp KINé, Solicitor of the 
Supreme Court, London. Baker, Voorhir & Co., New York ; 
Stevens & Sons (Limited), London. 

British AND CoLontaL Prize Cases: Reports or Prize Cases 
Decipep DurinG THE PRESENT WAR IN THE CoURTsS OF GREAT 
BRITAIN AND THE Overseas Dominions. Under the General 
Editorship of E. C. M. TreHern, LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. 
Parts 1 and 2. Stevens & Sons (Limited); Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 7s. 6d. net each part. 

In order that Prize Law may be properly administered in the Courts 
of belligerents it is important that each should be well informed as 
to what is happening in the hostile forum. It must be assumed that 
German judges are guided, like British judges, not by national pre- 


judice, but by an honest attempt to administer Prize Law as part otf 


an international system. There is no doubt a tendency to stretch 
the Jaw in the national interest. The immediate object 1s to win the 
war, and measures which have the effect of crippling the enemy’s re 
sources, provided they are not flagrantly at variance with International 
Law, very naturally present themselves as proper developments of 
the law. This we see going on at the present time,and it is for 
neutral nations now, so far as they have effective opportunity, and 
still more for lawyers of all nations hereafter, to consider how far 
the developments ere really legitimate, and how far rules which were 
applied in former days ought still to hold. 

Hence we are glad to welcome the two volumes which Dr. Huberich 
has prepared—-the one to state English Prize Law for German 
lawyers, and the other, in conjunction with Mr. King, to state 
German Prize Law for English lawyers. The former, after an x- 
planation of the sources of Prize Law and of its general principles, 
deals in successive chapters with hostile ships and their cargoes, and 
in particular with cargoes under the Order in Council of 11th 
March ; with contraband and blockade ; with visit and search ; with 
the disposition of captures; and with Prize Court procedure ; and 
there is an Appendix containing the Naval Prize statutes, the 
Orders in Council, and contraband lists. Whether our Prize Court is 
a court of law or a court of equity Dr. Huberich finds doubtful. 
When in 7'he Marie Glaeser and The Odessa (ante, pp. 8, 189) Sir 
Samuet Evans, P., held that neutral or British mortgagees had no 
claim against a hostile ship or cargo, he was administering strict law, 
and shut his eyes to the obvious equitable considerations ; whereupon 
the Crown had to intervene and establish the Prize Claims 
Committee as a court of equity; but in Zhe Juno (ante, p. 251) 
the same Judge claimed for the Prize Court an equitable jurisdiction. 
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What the German lawyers will make of this contradiction we do not 
know, The establishment of the Prize Claims Committee is noted at 
p. 25, and the decisions on mortgagee claims are more fully dealt 
with at pp. 42 and 58. Throughout, the work carefully explains the 
current decisions, and at p. 70 an account is given of the circum- 
stances attending the seizure of The Wilhelmina. The section (pp. 
59-64) devoted to the Order in Council of 11th Mareh, under which 
the “ Blockade of Germany” was established, will doubtless be of 
special interest in that country, and also the sections (pp. 94-103) 
which explain the procedure of visit and search, and the British rule 
against the destruction of prizes save, in the case of neutrals, under 
exceptional circumstances ; in the case of a hostile merchantman also 
it is, in ordinary circumstances, the duty of the captor to bring it 
before a Prize Court ; though, if this is impossible, it may be sunk, 
only after the crew and the ship’s papers have been made safe. The 
book will give German lawyers little opportunity for justifying recent 
developments of German submarine warfare, At p. 71 will be found 
a reference to the case of 7'he Marie—the Dutch ship laden with corr 
from the United States to Belfast which was sunk by The 
Karlsruhe—referred to by Sir Samugt Evans in his recent judgment 
in The Kim, but the decision of the German Prize Court had 
apparently not been given when the book was published. Dr. 
i BERICH has prepared, we may add, a comprehensive statement of 
English Prize Law which should be useful in this country also. 

We can only refer shortly to the second of the above volumes 
the German Prize law. This contains both in English and German 
the Prize Code of 30th September, 1909, as in force 1st July, 1915. 
It is divided into eleven parts and contains 131 articles. tt com 
mences by defining the powers of commanders of war vessels, and 
declares that they cate power to stop and search enemy and neutral 
merchant vessels and “to seize and in exceptional cases to destro 
the same.” But it is provided that “ all acts shall be done in ah 
a Manner—even against the enemy—as to be compatible with the 
honour of the German Empire, and with such regard towards 
neutrals as may be in conformity with the law of nations and the 
interests of Germany.” To a large extent—for instance in the article 
dealing with contraband—the Code is identical with the Declara- 
tion of London ; but Art. 33 as amended by the Ordinance of 18th 
April, 1915, lays down certain presumptions as to the destination of 
conditional contraband, including the case where goods are consigned 
“to order.” ‘This is part of the German Imperial Order (which is 
printed ante, p. 459), and purports to have been issued by way of 
reprisal. Part VIII. defines the circumstances under which prizes 
may be destroyed, and requires (Art. 116) that, before destruction, the 
safety of all persons on board, and, as.far as possible, their effects, 
shall be provided for. This seems to have been forgotten. Appen- 
dix I. contains the Proclamation of 4th February, 1915, declaring the 
waters round Great Britain and Ireland a war zone, and the German 
Memorial of the same date protesting against British interference 
with neutral trade with Germany ; and Appendix II. contains the 
provisions in the treaties between the United States and Prussia 
relating to Prize Law. 

We have already noticed the “ British and Colonial Prize Cases,’ 
but we take the opportunity of again calling attention to this con- 
venient collection of the numerous and important decisions, both 
here and in our Prize Courts abroad, which the war has produced. 
The printing and arrangement of the cases make the series con 
venient and pleasing to use. 





Correspondence. 


Income Tax and Net Values. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—The letter published in yeur last issue under the above 
eading induces me to call your attention to the somewhat anomalous 
position of property owners with regard to assessments for property 
taxon properties letting at annual rents ; such assessments in many 
cases far exceeding the net rentals derived by owners from the pro- 
perties, and as a consequence they are mulcted in tax which works 
out at a rate far exceeding the net income of the properties. 

It must be common knowledge that, owing to the rise in the price 
of labour and materials, the cost of repairs is annually increasing, and 
far exceeds any increase in letting values, and I venture to think 
that the time has arrived when there should be some revision of the 
allowance made from gross rentals in arriving at the assessments fer 
tax, having regard to the large and increasing sum’ chargeable for 
property tax. A. SYRETT. 

45, Finsbury-pavement, E.C., Sept. 22. 


THE BRITISH LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
5, LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 


(with Branches throughoat the United Kingdom). 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL £1,050,000 
PAID-UP CAPITAL £150,000 
RESERVES ok , £288,000 

General Manager—DAVID M. LINLEY. Secretary—T. WILLIAMS. 

FIRE, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 

WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 

PERSONAL ACCIDENT and SICKNESS, 
BURGLARY, THIRD PARTY, MOTOR-CAR, LIFT, CRANE 
and HOIST, BOILER and ENGINE, PROPERTY OWNERS’ 
INDEMNITY, LOSS of PROFITS due to FIRE, 

GLASS BREAKAGE, LIVE STOCK. 

Gentlemen in a position to introdace Business are invited to undertake Agencies 

within the United Kingdom. Ne Foreign Business undertaken, 














Aircraft Insurance. 

[7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—I think a point of interest to your readers would be :—What 
are the responsibilities of tenants in the event of damage by air 
craft whose repairing covenant is merely that they would keep the 
inside of the premises in tenantable repair and so deliver up. 
Would their liability be limited to replacing the glass in the windows, 
decorations, and rent until the expiry of the term of the tenancy ! 

J. Lister WALSH. 
Finsbury-court, Finsbury-pavement, E.C., Sept. 20. 
[See observations under “ Current Topics.”-——Ep. S. J.] 


New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 17th September contains the following : 

1. An Order in Council, dated 16th September, further amending 
and adding to the Exportation Prohibition Proclamation of 28th July, 
1915. The previous amending Orders are dated 3th July and 3rd and 
12th August. The present variations are classed under ten heads, and 
include the absolute prohibition of the exportation of Cumberland 
hematite iron ore. 

The London Gazette of 21st September contains the following 
2. A Notice, printed below, that an Order as to liquor control has 





é. 


been made under the Defence of the Realm Acts for the Northern area 
of Scotland 

3. A Notice, printed below, of the issue of Rules with re spect to the 
limitation of Profits of a Controlled Establishment. 


Saeed 


Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control). 


APPLICATION OF THE REGULATION TO THE AREA OF SCOTLAND, NORTHERN 
AREA. 


Notice is hereby given, that the Central Control Board (Liquor 
Traffic) have issued an Order, dated 17th September, 1915, made in 
pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Acts and Regula 
tions relating to the Defence of the Realm. 

Limits of Area. 

1. The area to which this Order applies is the Scotland, Northern, 
Area, being the area comprised in the Counties of the Cities of Dundee 
and Aberdeen, the Counties of Perth, Forfar, Kincardine, Aberdeen 
Banff, Elgin, and Nairn, including all burghs within the geographical 
limits thereof; the Burgh of Inverness, so much of the Parish of 
Kilmorack as is situate to the north-east and east of the Highland 
Railway line from Dingwall to Inverness, and the Parishes of 
Kirkhill, Inverness, Petty, Ardersier and Croy in the County of 
Inverness, and such part of the County of Inverness, including 
all burghs within the geographical limits thereof, as lies to 
the eastward of Loch Linnhe and of a line drawn parallel to and two 
miles to the westward of the western bank of the Caledonian Canal 
and the western shores of Lochs Lochy, Oich and Ness; the Burghs of 
Tain, Cromarty, Invergordon, Fortrose and Dingwall, the Tain 
Licensing District and the Parishes of Alness, Kiltearn, Dingwall, 
Fodderty, Urray, Urquhart, Resolis, Cromarty, Rosemarkie, Avoch, 
Knockbain, Killearnan and Contin, in the County of Ross and 
Cromarty. 

Copies of the above Order can be obtained on application to the 
Secretary, Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic), Cecil-chambers, 


76, Strand, London, W.C. 
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Munitions of War Act, 


5 & 6 Geo. 5, Cn. 54 


1915. 


Notice is hereby given under the Rules Publication Act, 1893, that 
it is proposed by the Minister of Munitions, after the expiration of at 
least 40 days from this date, in pursuance of the powers conferred 
upon him by section 5, sub-section 4, of the Munitions of War Act, 
1915, and every other power enabling him on that behalf, to issue Rules 
with respect to the limitation of Profits of a Controlled Establishment. 

Draft copies of the said Rules can be obtained in the interval at the 
office of the Minister of Munitions. 


London and Liquor Control. 


There has, says the Parliamentary correspondent of the Zimes in 
the ixsue of 23rd September, been much misunderstanding in the 
public mind in the last few days on the position of London in relation 
to ‘* treating and other drink restrictions. The matter can now be 


cleared up, as the final decision has been taken. 

As was foreshadowed in the 7'imes some days ago, the Central Control 
Board (Liquor Traffic) has decided to schedule London as a munition 
srea. At an early date the Board will issue regulations prohibiting 

treating’ in licensed premises and clubs, and enforcing a furthe 
dilution of spirits 


The problem of treating has been tackled at the request of 


Major-General Sir Francis Lloyd, commanding the troops in the London 
District. 

The area scheduled roughly the huge area known as Greate 
London; its boundaries will be much the same as those of the Metro 
politan Police District, which extends into half a dozen of the home 
counties. The new restrictions will come into force within the next 


fortnight. Then “ treating of any kind, except at meals, and the 
sale of whisky, unless reduced ‘to a number of 
degrees under proof which falls between 25 and 35,"’ will be illegal. 

This will probably he the extent of the London restrictions for th 
present, but there is little doubt that the Board will in due course 
insist on a further reduction of hours during which intoxicating liquor 
may be sold sefore long London will probably be called upon to fall 
into line with the other scheduled munition areas. In that event the 
hours for the sale of quee are likely to be from 12 noon to 2.30 p.m. 
and from 6 p.m. to 9 p.m 

Meanwhile the Board is about to take important decisions in the case 
of big munition areas in the Midlands and the North of England, 
which have not yet been scheduled it will be found that they have 
heen dealt with so drastically that before the end of the vear consider 
ably more than half the population of Great Britain will be living in 
cheduled areas, with the facilities for obtaining drink reduced to 


brandy snd) rum, 


limits unknown in peace-time 


Obituary. 
Mr, John B. Ingle. 


Mr. John Brouncker Ingle, who died on the 15th instant. in his 
eighty seventh year, was the fourth son of the late Rev. Timothy 
Clarkson Ingle. He served his articles with Mr. J. D. Williams, and 
was admitted in Michaelmas Term, 1850. He practised in High-street, 
Borough, and subsequently in the City, and was until his retirement 
in 1909 senior partner in the firm of Ingle, Holmes, Sons & Pott. He 
joined the Livery of the Weavers Company in 1865, being elected to 
the Court in 1882, and was twice chosen ‘Upper Bailiff.”” He was 
elected in 1870 a member of the first London School Board. 


Legal News. 


Changes in Partnerships 
Dissolutions. 


Josepn Bennert Cranks, James Epwarp Stone, Caartrs Nevitie 
Crarkk, and Nor, Oxrtver Crarke, solicitors (J. B. Clarke & Co.), 
40, Waterloo-street, Birmingham Sept. 11. In future the said business 
will be carried on by the said Joseph Bennett Clarke, Charles Neville 
Clarke, and Noel Oliver Clarke alone 


WILLIAM Hvusert Henry Hanson and Epmunp Husert Pant 
solicitors (Hanson & Plant), Salisbury-chambers, Wind-street, in the 
county borough of Swansea. Aug. 31, 1914. [Gazette, Sept. 17. 


Epw , —o and Freperick WILLIAM BLAKe, solicitors (Meynell 
& Blake), 25, Bedford-row, London: at Hampton Hill, Middlesex ; and 
Westcliff on — Essex. [Gazette, Sept. 21. 


General. 


ot is officially stated that an appeal is being entered by some of the 
larg American export meat firms, including Messrs. Armour & Co 


er foe in the Prize Court judgment on Wednesday, when the bulk 
was condemned on the 


of the 
ground that it was eventually destined for 


At Gateshead, on Monday, Peter Blaylock was fined 40s. for havi: ¥ 
treated a friend, George Hewitt, to a glass of beer at a local hotel. 
contrary to the new Control Order. Hewitt was fined 40s. for having 
drunk the beer. Humphrey Tinlin, licence holder, and Blackhouse 
McVittie, manager, were each fined £5, the former for having allowed 
the supply, and the latter for having supplied the beer. 

Mr. William Francis Dewey, long the doyen of London town clerks, 
died on Friday, the 17th inst., at Teddington, after a few days 
illness, aged seventy-five. Mr. Dewey was in the municipal service of 
Islington for forty-five years, first under the vestry and then under 
the borough council. In March of last year he retired from thie office 
of town clerk. He was often consulted on rating questions by officials 
of the Local Government Board and the London County Council 


cargoes of four Scandinavian vessels 
Germany. 


In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, Sir J. Simon, replying to a 
question by Mr. R. M‘Neill as to naturalized Germans not losing their 
German citizenship, said: This subject is not being overlooked, but 
it involves difficult questions both of private international law and of 
policy, and legislation upon it could not be undertaken while the war 
is in progress. The naturalization of German subjects, however, is, of 
course, practically in abeyance, save in the case of British-born wid 
Mr. Butcher : Will the right hon. gentleman consider the desirability 
of taking powers to revoke certificates of naturalization in proper cases 
Sir J. Simon : I think that would clearly be within the scope of what is 
be lly considered. 


It is officially announced that the trial concluded on Monday evening 
at the Old Bailey of two persons, a man and a woman of German 
wigin, who were charged with attempting to communicate to persons 
abroad information, regarding His Majesty's Fleet, of a nature directly 
useful to the enemy. with the intention of assisting the enemy. The 
case was heard in camera before Mr. Justice Bray, Mr. Justice Low, 
and Mr. Justice Sankey. Both prisoners were found guilty. The 
male prisoner was se ntenced to death by shooting, the sentence to be 
carried out by the military authorities, and the female prisoner, who 
was considered by the Court to have been acting under the influence 
of the male prisoner, to be kept in penal servitude for ten years 
Both sentences are subject to the prisoners’ right of appeal to the 
Court of Criminal Appeal under the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907. 


A summary of instructions on the quartering of troops in billets and 
hired buildings is, says the J'imes, issued with Army Orders dated 
lst September. It covers questions both of org anization and procedure, 
and the principles to be followed are summarised as follows :—(«) A 
carefully organized system to be created and maintained in all com 
mands; (b) Accommodation for troops to be selected and occupied in 
the most economical manner practicable ; (c) Billeting to be avoided 
(d) Unoccupied buildings to be utilized in prefer 
ence to others, and to be taken by agreement or under the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations, not under billeting notices. (e) Rents to 
assessed on the basis of direct and substantial Joss, and not necessarily 
at the rate at which the premises would be offered in the open market 


In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Mr. Runciman, i 
answer to a question asked by Mr. Fell, calling attention to the dis 
satisfaction felt on the whole of the Eastern Coast of England aud in 
London at the working of the insurance scheme against damages from 
air raids, and inquiring what steps it was proposed to take to meet 
the difficulty that the towns in the air raid zone had not only to endure 
all the direct and indirect losses from the raids, but to pay insurance 
premiums from which the other towns in the country were exempt, said 
I have received some representations to the effect that the State should 
accept responsibility for damage by hostile aircraft or bombardment 
without eee nt of premium. After full consideration it was de ided 
that the Government scheme should be one of insurance and not one of 
indemnity, and the scheme is working satisfactorily on that basis 
The rate charged is a flat one, which means that although the risks 
may be greater on the East Coast and in London, the same rate | 
charged on property there as on property elsewhere. 


as much as possible ; 


The statement, says the 7'imes, that liquor was sold in night clubs 


during prohibited hours, which was made during the hearing of a 
at the London Sessions, on Wednesday, caused the chairman (Mr 
Robert Wallace) to intimate that he would send the depositions to the 
Commissioner of Police. The case was that in which Amy Lew!s, 
aged twenty-eight, milliner, was charged with stealing currency notes 
to the value of £4 from Francis John Merritt, of the Royal Field 
Artillery (T.F.). The prosecutor, describing how he met the prisoner 
said that he went to a night club at 1 o'clock in the morning and had 
some brandy and soda. Later he, with four others, had four bottles of 
champagne and more brandy and a bottle of wine. Mr. Wallace, 
referring to Merritt's statement, said: It is a perfect scandal. I am 
guing to see that the matter dves not end here. It is contrary to every 
regulation, and I had no idea that such things were going on in London 


case 





I shall send these depositions and a shorthand note of the case to the 
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Commissioner of Police. It is a positively disgraceful state of things. 


that a material fact had been suppressed by the prosecutor. 


Great public interest, says the 7'imes, was shewn in the sale by 
auction at Salisbury, on Tuesday, of the Amesbury Abbey estate, 
including Stonehenge. Sir Howard Frank, of Messrs. Knight, Frank, 
& Rutley, conducted the sale, and explained that the estate came into 
the market in consequence of the deaths of Sir Edmund Antrobus and 
of his only son, who was killed in action last October. The estate, 
which has many historical associations, comprises 6,420 acres, and has 
an estimated rental of £5,359. It was first submitted as a whole, but 
as no purchaser was forthcoming it was offered in lots, of which Ames 
bury Abbey and grounds formed the first. This was unsold. Farms 
and buildings in the town of Amesbury, however, sold at good prices, 
and most of the property changed hands. When Stonehenge was put 
up for sale Sir Howard Frank asked for an opening bid of £5,000. A 
bid for that amount was made at once, quickly followed by an advance 
of £100, and £6,000 was reached within a minute. Then there was a 
jull. The auctioneer said the price was a poor one for Stonehenge, 
which could not be valued, but if there were no further offers he would 
accept it. Bidding recommenced and mounted to £6,600, at which the 
property fell to a local landowner, Mr. C. H. E. Chubb, of Bemerton 
lee, Salisbury. After the sale Mr. Chubb said that when he went 
into the sale room he had no intention whatever of buying, the monu 
ment. ‘‘ While I was there,’ he added, ‘‘ I thought a Salisbury man 
ought to buy it, and that is how it was done.’’ Asked if he had any 
plans for the future of Stonehenge, Mr. Chubb said that, while he 


little time, as he had to consider the position. 


The 
“Oxford ’’ Sectional Bookcase, as exhibited at ‘‘ Ideal Homes” and 
other exhibitions, particulars of which may be obtained free from the 
sole inventors A manufacturers, William Baker & Co., Oxford. 
Avoid imitations, which, although similar in name and general appear- 
ance, are quite differently constructed, of inferior finish, and more 
expensive. The ‘Oxford’ is only genuine when connected with the 
name of Wat1am Baker & Co.—(Advt.) 











Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Sept. 17. 
CHARLES HILL & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 14, to send their 


The prisoner was acquitted, the judge stopping the case on the ground | 


| Rough Hay Colliery, Ltd. 


intended to preserve the monument, he would do nothing for some | 


blic are cautioned to be sure of obtaining the genuine | 


| DAVIES, KICHARD, Elms rd, Clapham Common, Leather Factor Oct 15 


names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Henry | 


Shaw, Market p!, Dewsbury, liquidator. 


HANTS STEAM NAVIGATION Co, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their « ebte or claims 
to Percy H. Walker, 57, Principality bidg+, Queen at, Cardi'f, liquidator. 


VALE OF CLWYD Bacoa CURING Co, LTD —Creditors are required, on or before Oct 4, 


Joncs, 30, North John st, Liverpool, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette—TUESDAY, Spt. 21. 


ALBION StREL Co, LTpD.—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 3), to send the'r 
names and addresse', and particulars of their claims, to Llewellyn Dav.es, Brynderwen, 
briton Ferry, liquidator. 





Brairon Picrure Pabace; Co, Lrp.—Creditors are re uired, on or before Oct 30, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Ernest Crowther, 10, Regent st, Barnsley, liquidator. 

BURT AND Porrs, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or be’ore Sept 30, to send their ! 
names and addresses, and the particu.ars of their debts or claims, to Messrs, Leg; 

& Smith, 11, Queen Victoria st, liquidators. 

DERBY MILLS COTTON SPINNING AND MANUFACTURING Co, Lt. —Creditors are required, 
on or before Oct 31, to send their names and ad Iressex, aud the particulars of their 
debts or claims to Mr. Colin Marsha | Skinner, 7, Norfolk st, Manchester, liquidator, 

OLIVER EASTWoop (SUcgEssors), Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 7, to send 
theit names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
William Smith, 23, John William s, Hudderstield, liquidator. 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette. —FRiIDAaY, Sept. 17. 

British Electric Automatic Machines, Ltd. Ernest's Toilet Club, Ltd. 
Loewenthal, Herger & Co, Ltd K. C. F Syadicate, Ltd. 
Hawkey & Wallis, Ltd. A. W. Exploration Co, Ltd. 


Colonial and General Press Asso-i tion, African Films, Lid 
Ltd. Cinema News and Property Gazette, Ltd. 
London Gazette—TURSDAY, Sept. 21. 
Dessuintors and Wool Dryers, Ltd. St. Neots Corn Exchange Co, Ltd. 


Preston E sgineering Co, Ltd. 
Gordon Gill, Ltd. 
Gulnea Traders Association, Ltd. 


Roman Rim, Ltd 
Saxon Steam Fishing, Co, Ltd. 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM, 
L ndon Gazette. —FRIDAY, Sept. 17. 
Oct 30 
Cet $l 


And ewea, Bloomsbury aq 
Hurst & Hewitt, Ashton 


ANDREWES, Rev RoBERT, St James's sq, Ho land Park 

BakKER, JoskrH Ashton under Lyne, Cotton Doubler 
under Lyne 

BEARD, JAMES, Bloxwich, Staffs, Builder Nov l Evans & Son, Walsall 

BUTCHERS, MARY PRISCILLA, Bishopsworth, Somerset Oct 15 Burges & Sloan, Bristol 

CANDELRT, SARAH, Gorton. Manchester Oct 16 Titterington, Ashton under Lyne 

CARNEY, MARY ANS, Melincrythan, Neath,Glam Oct 17 Arnold, Neath 

COTTLE, HESTER MARIA, Bath Oct 20 Stone & Co, Bath 

DaveY, EDWARD, Hove, Sussex Oct 20 Coles & Co, Eastbourne 

Moody, Inder- 
wick ri, Hornsey 

Firton , Jou, Ashton uncer L, ne, Lance, Laundry Proprietor 
under Lyne 

¢LETCHER, JOHN, Coventry st 

G.BBONS, ANDREW, Neston, Chester Oct 30 


Oct 9 Baguley, Ashton 


Oct 28 Piesse & Sons, Old Jewry chmbrs 


Ollive, Birkenhead 


| GILLINDER, GEORGE, South Shields, P O Sorting Clerk Oct 14 Wheldon, Son h 
Shields : 
GODWIN, WALTER THOMAS, Chariton Kings, Cheltenham, Wheelwright Oct 14 Steel & i 


Lrp.—Creditors are required, cn or before Oct 25, } 


to rend their names and‘ addresses, w th particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert | 


Co, Chil nham 
HALL, ALICE THOMPSON, Fl:etwood Lancs Novi 


HALSEY, WILLIAM, Goldhawk rd, Shepherd's Bush Oct 14 
inn sq 
HARRIS, ISKAEL, Sunderlard. General lealer Oct 2 


HARRIS, RACHARL, Sunderland Oct 2 Dingle, Sanderland 
HAWKINS, ELIZABETH, Shrewsbury Oct 28e Welsh & Sons, Manchester 


Kean, Fleetwood 
Staring & Wright, Gray's 


Dingle, Sunderiand 


HitcHos, Jons, Kiddermins'er, Labourer Oct 16 Thursfield, Kidderminster 
Hopegs, MARTHA, Pitemoor, Shetield Oct 23 Cresewell, Sesthing In 


MOLLINS, WILLIAM, Old Linthorpe, Middlesbrough Sept 30 Outhwaite, Middlestrough : 
oR , HAROLD, Grove park, Denmark hill, Coach Builder Oct 31 Baker & Nairne / 
Crosby sy 


Sa ae 








| THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE | 


Suitable Clauses for insertion in Leases or 
«pplication. 





FUND, LIMITED, 


MOORGATEHE sTREUET, 
ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 

LICENSES INSURANCE. | 

SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 1 
Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent vo i 


LOnMLDoW, =1.C. | 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 


BURCLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
Profit-sharing 


a perfected 


system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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Horwitz, FANNY, New Brighton, Ches'er Oct 16 
Hopson, ANNA, New Crowsrd Oct 22 
Hvones, WALTER, Fast Finchley Oct 18 


inn 
LINDAM, Ronrrt Henry, Bookham Gables, Surrey 
MATTEY, Georos, Trent,Sherborne, Dorset Oct 30 
VoCreaTH, Ropert, Wirshill, Derby Oct 12 


NEWELL, MARY FLIZABETS, Ashton under Lyne Nov 1 


ODAMS, ALBERT EDWARD, Cambridge, Post Office Clerk Novi 


PARKIN, ConA, Sheffield Oct 81 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

PARKINSON, Col JAMES Ropert, Crickhowell, Brecon 

RAMSAY, FREDERICK, James st, Pad lington Oct 2 
Broad st 

ROUGIER, CHARLES, Neweastle upon Tyne 
upon Tyne 

SHARPLES, ELIZABETH, Tonge within, Bolton 

SHEPPARD, GeorGE, Newark on Trent, Notts 
on Trent 

W ape, Loursa, Clarendon gdna, Maida Vale Sept 20 

WHEELER, MARY, Brinkworth, Wilts (ct 20 

WHERRY, WILLIAM RopeRrt, Bourne, Lincoln, Merchant 

When, CHARLES WILLIAM, South Ascot, Berks Oct 13 


Oct 29 


Novl 
Oct 2 


WILLIAMSON, MARY JANE, Hale, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler 


Sidebotham, Stockport 
WRAY, CAROLINE ELIZABETH, Bexhill on Sea 
toinster 


Oct 20 


London Gazette.—TUBSDAY, Sept. 21. 


BAND, JANE, Nottingham Nov 2 

BARBER, JOHN, Leytonstone, Fasex Nov | 

BYWATER, ARTHUR Merny, Fincham, Norfolk 
Market 


Oct 22 


. 
Bankruptcy Notices. 
London Gazette—¥RIDAY, Sept. 17. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

ArrLeton G. T, & Co, Manchester, Cloth Agents Man 
chester Pet Aug23 Ord Sept l4 

CHARLTON, GBoroE, Barnsley, Painter 
Septis Ord Sept 15 

Cocks, HENRY NATHANIEL, Whitchureh, Devon, Journey. 
man Painter Plymouth Pet Sept 14 Ord #epti4 

CoGHLAN, A. E., Villa rd, Brixton High Ceurt Pet May 11 
Ord Sept 13 

CoMPAGNIE JUYENILEAU, Cannon st, Perfume Merchant: 
High Court Pet Jan? Ord Septis 

DAV(8Ss, ANNIE ML, Liverpool Liverpool 
Ord Sept 14 

Duptiry, M, Regent's Park rd 
Ord Sept 10 

Ewer, JAMEs WILLIAM, Litcham, Norfolk, Blacksmit) 
Norwich Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 13 

HAInswortu, Grorcrk Hersent, Great Horton, Bradford, 
Auctioneer Bradford Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 1s 

HARVEY, ANDREW CHARLES JAMES, Wooburn, Bucks 
Grocer Aylesbury Pet Aug 28 Ord Sept 14 

HAWKES, HARRY WILLIAM, Pontypoel, Mom, Baker New- 
port, Mon Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 16 

J0BR, Guonas WILLIAM, Wakefield, Pork Butcher Wake 
fiell Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

LYONS, NATHARIRL, Birchingt»m, Kent High Court 
July 27 Ord Sept 15 

SOLOMON, MaX, Liseard, Outfitter ‘Birkenhead Pet Aug 30 
Ord Sept 14 

WILLIAMS, LLEWSLYN Ivor, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Hutel 
Perter Bangor Pet Sept ll Ord Sept 11 


Barnsley Pet 


Pet Feb 23 
High Court Pet Aug 19 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
ALLSOP, WILLIAM, Lakenheath, Suffolk Sept 29 at 3.15 
Off Ree, 86, P. inces at, Ipswich 
BULL, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Churchfle‘d rd, Aeton 
24 atll 14, Bedford row 
CoomLay, A EB, Villa rd, Brixton 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
COMPAGNIE JUVEEILEAU, Cannon st, Perfume Merchants 
Sept 27 at ll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
CONYERS, FREDERICK, Leeds, Wholesale Cabinet Maker 
Sept 24 at 11 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 
DupDLEY, M, Regent's Park rd Sept 28 at 12 . Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 
EVANS, ALBERT WAKELEY, New Tredegar, Mon, Iron 
monger Sept 25 at 11 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, 
Newport, Mon 
FuNN, JonN, Lowestoft, Publican off 
Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
HAINSWORTH, GBORGE H#@RBERT, Great Horton, Bradfo:d, 
Auctioneer Sept 24 at 11 Off Rec, i2, Duke st, 
Bradford 
HIATTERSLEY, GuornGEe Hunky, Sheffield 
Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
JACKSON, CHARLES HADDON, Lincoln, Taller Sept 28 at 12 
Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 
KONTILI, Davis, and SOLOMON KONTILI, Southend on Sea, 
General Fancy Goods Dealers Sept 24 at 11.30 14, 
Bedford row 
Lewis, EDWIN CLINTON, 
Manager Spt 24 3.30 
chester 
LYONS, NATHANIEL, Birchington, Kent 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Ricuarnpson, Harry, Hooley Hill, Lanca, TIronfounder 
Sept 24at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Same0r, PHILIP, Crumlin, Mor, Outfitter 
Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Men 


Sept 


Sept 27 atl Bank 


Sept 27 at 12.30 


Sept 24 at 12 


Manchester, Picture Theatre 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 


Sept 27 at 11.30 


Neal, Arthur st 

Marchant & Co, Deptford 

Ma:terman & Everington, Pancras In 

Joxxs, Epwits Amos, Monmouth, Ironmonger Nov 8 Williams & Tweedy, Monmouth 
Ker, THOMAS, Luton, Redford, Trimmings Menufacturer 


Oct 30 
Rivers & Milne, Gracechurch st 

Samble, Burton on Trent 

Chapman & Co, Manchester 


Oct 30 
Poole & Robinson, Union ct, Old 
Wilkinson & Marshall, Newcastle 


Cooper & Hamer, Bolton 
Hodgkinson & Beevor, Ne«ark 

Young & Sons, Mark In 

Clark & Smith, Ma'mesbury 


Oct 11 
Leighton & Savory, Carey st 


Fearon & Co Victoria st, West- 


Martin & Sons, Nottingham 
Mitchell & Co, Romford rd, Stratford 
Re.d & Wayman, Downham | 


Pet | 


Sept 24 at 11 


Oct 80 Shaw, Clements 


Tyne 
Blunt & Co, Gresham st 
HARRIS, STANLEY, Bedford 
Stanley, Cambridge 


Blunt & Co, Gresham st 


Town rd 


South sq, Gray's inn 


Bell, Bourne 


Nov 1 Sidebotham & 


cheste 








Liverpool 





ADJU DICATIONS, 


BELL, ALMA, Birkdale, Lancs Liverpool Pet July 2 
Ord Sept 13 

BULL, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Churchfield rd, 4cton Prent- 
ford Pet July 27 Ord Sept 11 

CHANNING, WILLIAM E, Dartmouth, Baker 
Pet Aug7 Ord Sept 14 

CHARLTON, GEORGE, arnsley, 
Sept 13 Ord Sept 13 

COATES, GEORGE, Newcastle upon Tyne Newcastle upon 
Tyne Pet Aug5 Ord Sept 14 

CocKs, HENRY NATHANIEL, Middlemoor, 
Devon, Journeyman Painter Plymouth 
Ord Sept 14 

COGHLAN, ALBERT EDWARD, Villa rd, 
Court Pet May ll Ord Sept 16 

Ewer, JAMES WILLIAM, Litecham, Norfolk, Blacksmith 
Norwich Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 13 

H AINSWORTH, Georcr HERBERT, Great Horton, Bradford 
Auctioneer Bradford Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 15 

HAWKES, HARRY WILLIAM, Pontypool, Mon, Baker 
Newport (Mon) Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

JusB, Greras WILLIAM, Wakefield, Pork Butcher 
field Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

Lorwy, Hugo, Broad Street p! High Court 
Ord Bept 15 

PRAT?, FRANCES, Slinfold, Sursex 
Ord Sept 15 

SMITH, JOSEPH STANLEY, East Ham, Essex, Printer 
Court Pet July 30 Ord Sept 15 

WILLIAMS, LLEWELYN Ivor, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Hotel 
Porter Bangor Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept li 


Plymouth 


Painter Barnsley Pet 


Whitchurch, 
Pet Sept 14 


Brixton High 


Wake 
Pet May 26 
Brighton Pet Aug 3 


High 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


#WINBURNE, Ropert, Alma ter, Kensington High Court 


Adjud Jan 10, 1893 Annul Aug 36, 1915 
London Gazette.—TURSDAY, Sept 21. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


WILLIAM §PROVIS, Bishopston, 
Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 1 
Eastleigh, Southampton 
Ord Sept 17 

lumber Notting- 


ACKERMAN, 
Ironmonger Bristol 

BELTON, GEORGE ARTHUR, 
Southampton Pet Sept 17 

BERRY, FRED, Sherwood, Nottingham, 
ham Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

BURTON, JOSEPH, Maddoxst HighCourt PetMar9 Ord 
Sept 18 

CANNELL, WILLIAM HENRY ALOorsiIUs, Leicester, Fish- 
monger Leicester PetSept 16 Ord Sept 16 


ELLIS, JouN RIcHARD, Diss, Norfolk Ipswich Pet Sept 
17 Ord Sept 17 


Fenton, Eva, Ebury st High Court Fet Sept 1 
Sept 17 

HARE, REGINALD JAMES FARROW, Boscombe, Bourne- 
mouth, Fruiterer Poole Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

HARRISON, JOHN ParLip, Crescent rd, Upper Norwood 
Croydon Pet Augi7 Ord Sept 16 

HowaRD Haxky, Littlehampton, Surveyor 
Pet Aug 27 Ord Sept 16 

JAMES, ALFRED, junr, Great Grimsby, Laundryman Great 
Grimsby Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 


SHERIDAN, CHARLES ADOLPHUS,+Langley, Slough, Bucks 
Windsor Pet Aug 23 Ord Sept 18 


WARNES, THomas, Burgh Castle, 
Gardener Great Yai mouth 
Septis 

Wrst, Harry A, Chancery In, 
Court Pet Sept 1 Ord Sept 16 


Bristol, 
6 


Ord 


Brighton 


Market 
Ord 


Suffolk 
Pet Sept 18 


Harrop, Henry Diosy, Confectioner, Winchester Nov 1 
Hicks, FREDERICK, Weybridge, Surrey Oct 31 
Hrrcncock, CHARLES GARRAD, Bromley, Kent Oct 21 
| Horxins, Emrty, King’s rd, Camden Town 


elas 
Nevetr, THoMAS, Buntingford Nov 15 
| PANTER, WILSON, Raveley st, Fortess rd Oct 30 Jennens & Jennens, Kentish Town rd 
PICKERSGILL-CUNLIFFE, JOHN CUNLIFFE, Cootham, Pulborough 
Dean's yd, Westminster 
Ports, Mary, Cleator Moor, Cumberland Oct 16 Thompson, Whitehaven 
Powrs, ELLEN ANNA PHILIPPA, Bournemouth Oct 11 
REPATS, WILLIAM, Plymouth, Builder Oct 25 Munday, Piymouth 
Ropes, ELizaseTH, Bardsley, Ashton under Lyne 


Insurance Clerk High | 


CuurcH, EMMA, Ipswich Oct 28 Jackaman & Sons, Ipswich 
Cookr, Henry, Hoveton Saint John, Norfolk 
CUNLIFFE MABEL, Stockport, Chester 
DEVONSHIRE, SARAH ANN, Gloucester Oct 21 
Donps, MICHAEL, Newcastle upon Tyne, Furniture Dealer Oct 19 Ward, Necastle upon 


Oct 21 Goodchild, Norwich 
Oct 14 Turner, Stockport 
Bretherton & Sons, Gloucester 


DUFFIELD, CAROLINE, Saint Briavels,Glos Oct18 Evans & Evill, Chepstow 
FLEETWOOD, LovIsA HANNAH, Oxford rd 
Nov 16 Brown & Co, Finsbury pymt 


Oct 16 Galpio, Oxfo 


Bailey & Co, Winchester 
Finnis & Co, Clifford st, Bond st 
Biddle & Co, Aldermanbury 


Oct 30 Jennens & Jennens, Kentish 


JOHNSTONE, JAMES PIERCE, Langport, Somerset, Surgeon Oct 30 Venn & Woodcock, 


KiNG, Eviza, Gravesend Oct20 Hutton, Basinghall st 
LEACH, ELIZABETH HAMBLETON, Redhill, Surrey Oct 18 Currie & Co, Lincoln's Inp 


Chalmers-Hunt, Ware, Herts 


Novil2 Crawley & Co 


Druitt, Bournemouth 


Oct 27 Almond & Sons, Man. 


r 
STARKEY, ELLEN, Hillmartonrd, Oct 31 Druces & Attlee, Billiter sq 
Torr, JOHANNA JULIANNA CAROLINE WILHELMINA, Liverpool Oct 19 Collins & Co, 


WEAVER, WILLIS THOMAS, Rose st, Draper Oct23 Middleton & Co, Stone, Staffs 
YouNG, ANDREW, Newcastle upon Tyne Oct 19 Ward, Newcastle upon Tyne 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ACKERMAN, WILLIAM Provis, Bishopston, Bristol, Iron- 
monger Sept 29 at 11.30 Of Kec, 26, Baldwin st, 
Bristol 

Burton, JoserH, Maddox st, Letter of Apartments Sept 
29 at 11 ony bidgs, Carey st 

CANNELL, WILLIAM HENRY ALOYSIUS, Fishmonger Sept 
28 at3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

CHARLTON, GRoras, Barnsley, Painter Sept 25 at 10,20 

ff Rec, County Court Hall, Regent st (Eastgate en- 
trance), Barnsley 

ELLIS, JOHN RICHARD, Diss, Norfolk Oct 6 at 3.15 Off Ree, 
36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Ewer, James WILLIAM, Litcham, Norfolk, Bia: ksmith 
Sept 20 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

FENTON, Eva, Ebury st Sept 29 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Carey at : 

HALL, AMos GroroR, West Bridgford, Notts, Builders 
Merchant Sept 20 at 12 Off Rec, 4, Castle p', Park 
et, Nottingham 

HARE, REGINALD JAMES FARROW, Boscomte, Bourne- 
mouth, Fruiterer Sept 29 at2.30 Dorchester chmbrs, 
Yelverton rd, Bournemouth 

HeMswortH, THOMAS HENRY, Grimsby, Hotel Manager 
Oct lat4 Off Rec, 48,) Westborough, Scarborough 

HUNTER, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Scarborough, Baker Oct 
1 at 4.30 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 

JAMES, ALFRED, junr, Great Grimsby, Laundryman Sept 
29 at 12 Off Kec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great 
Grimsby k 

JubB, GkercR WILLIAM, Wakefield, Pork Butcher Sept 29 
at 11 Off Rec, 21, King st, Wakefield 

KEY, ERNEST BERTRAM TILBURY, Wye, Kent, Nurseryman 
Sept 29 at 10.30 Off Rec, 634, Castile st, Canterbury 

LEWIS, LORENZO, Oswestry, Stonemason Sept 29 at 2 
Wyonnstay Arms Hotel, Oswestry 

SAUL, JOSEPH, Southport, Auctioneer Sept 29 at 11 Of 
Ree, Uni n Marine bidgs, 11, Dale st, Liverpool 

STRAW, CHARLES, Clowne, Derby, Miner Sept 28 at 12.30 
Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

WALKER, Jox MILTHORPE, Doncaster, Tailor 
12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 


Sept 28 at 


| Weer, Harry A,Chancery In, Insurance Clerk Sept 9 


at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


ACKERMAN, WILLIAM Provis, Bishopston, Bristol, Iron 
monger Biuistol PetSept1 Ord Sept 16 

BARRY, HvuBERT Lovis, Sali bury, Wilts Salisbury Pet 
Aug5 Ord Sept 17 

BERRY, FRED, Sherwood, Nottingham, Plumber 
ham Pet Septié6 Ord Sept 16 

CANNBLL, WILLIAM HENRY ALOysIvs, Leicester, Fishmon 
ger Leicester Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 r 

ELLIS, JoHN RICHARD, Diss, Norfolk Ipswich Pet Sept iy 
Ord Sept 17 

EVANS, ALBERT WAKELEY, New Tredegar, Mon, Ironmon- 

ger Tredegar Pet July 24 Ord Sept 17 

HARE, REGINALD JAMES FARROW, Boscombe, Pourne 
mouth, Fruiterer Poole Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

JAMES, ALFRED, junr, Great Grimsby, Laundryman Great 
Grimsby Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 ; 

JonEs, EDWARD JAMES, Oakwood ct, Kensingt n Builder 
High Court Pet July 13 Ord Sept 16 . 

Kixnis, Jony, St Leonards on Sea, Dyer Hastings 
Sept 3 Ord Sept 16 on Guneil 
°KETT, HILDRETH DUDLEY, Grindleford, ry. “ 

= merly Bank Cashier Derby Pet Aug 23 Ord Sept 15 

SoLomon, » Max, Liscard, Chester, Outfitters Assistant 
Birkenhead Pet Aug 30 Ord Sept 17 

WakNuEs, THOMAS, Burgh Castle, Suffolk, Market Gardenet 
Great Yarmouth Bet Sept 18 Ord Sept 18 


Notting- 


Pet 














l, Iron- 


s Sept 
r Sept 

10,20 
ate en- 
Off Ree, 
ksmith 
y bidgs, 


iilders 
»', Park 


Bourne- 
hmbrs, 


[anager 

ugh 

r Oct 

gh 

n Sept 
Great 


Sept 29 
ery man 


rbury 
pat 2 


i, Iron 


y Pet 


tting 
ishmon 


Sept 17 


Builder 

Pet 
y, For- 
Sept 15 


ssistant 


ardenet 





